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State of Washington. I think that is
something we can do and should do.

Madam President, how much time do
I have remaining?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Six min-
utes.

Mr. DURBIN. I thank the Chair.

Madam President, I would like to
close on this note: There is a lot of dis-
cussion here, starting with the Presi-
dent’s inaugural, about the whole con-
cept of an ownership society. I think
this is going to be the driving philos-
ophy and the driving political force be-
hind the Republican agenda. The con-
cept is alluring because the concept
says: Wouldn’t you want to control
your own future? Wouldn’t you like to
own your future as opposed to depend-
ing on the Government? You cannot be
certain that Congress and the Govern-
ment will come through for you. So
wouldn’t you rather own your own fu-
ture?

Boy, that has a lot of appeal, particu-
larly to young people who feel invin-
cible, that just given a chance: Let me
take the money, let me invest for my
future, let me make these decisions.
That is not a bad quality. It is an inde-
pendence that we encourage in individ-
uals, and it is certainly one that I sup-
port. But we should not overlook the
obvious.

At the heart of the ownership society
is the basic belief that we should just
remember that when it comes to Amer-
ica, we are all in this alone. I do not
think that is true. I think history tells
us that standing alone there are some
things we can do but other things we
cannot do.

If you want to be successful in Amer-
ica, you need good health. Can you con-
trol your own fate when it comes to
health care? Only if the system treats
you fairly. If you happen to be some-
body with a preexisting condition and
no insurance company will offer you
coverage, you are not likely to be
treated fairly. If you happen to be one
who comes from a family with some
history of mental illness, you will find
rank discrimination by hospitalization
insurance companies right now.

The point I am making is this: We
have decided that to make certain peo-
ple have a chance in America to suc-
ceed when it comes to health care,
there will be rules of the game, there
will be laws in States, and laws in the
Federal Government and agencies to
enforce them. Ownership? Yes. To have
ownership of your future, you need
good health care. To have good health
care, you need to have a government
standing behind you and protecting
your right to fair treatment when it
comes to health care.

How about education? Do you want
to go it alone with the ownership soci-
ety? Well, you may need a Pell grant to
get through school. I borrowed money
from the National Defense Education
Act to get through college and law
school. Students find, over and over
again, were it not for Government pro-
grams, they might not be able to go to
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school. You want to own your future?
Then you need to have leadership at
the Federal, State, and local level to
give you the chance to borrow the
money.

What about your pension that you
spend a lifetime paying into, believing
you own that? That is not Government.
I own that. And then the company dis-
appears or walks away from its obliga-
tion to you. What fighting chance do
you have? None, unless there is a law
that protects you and an agency that
will enforce that law.

So when you hear this alluring pros-
pect of an ownership society, under-
stand we value individual freedom on
both sides of the aisle, but we also un-
derstand that in many instances the
strength of our Nation is when we
stand together—for fairness when it
comes to health care, for opportunity
when it comes to education, to have
protection when it comes to your pen-
sion and your future.

We need a balance. Walking away
from Government, as an evil entity, is
ignoring the fact that Government, in
many instances, is just the American
family at large. As my wife and I care
for our children, we care for others in
this country and those who are short-
changed by this system and who are
not protected. Even if it does not affect
me directly and personally, it affects
this country, and it affects my future.

So I hope we can find some balance.
I hope, when it is all said and done, we
do not get so caught up in this alluring
notion of the ownership society that
we forget, as we are learning with our
military, we have learned in our his-
tory, there are times when we need to
stand together as a nation for fairness
and for justice. We say here is security,
opportunity, and making certain peo-
ple have responsibility in their actions.

Madam President, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who
yields time?

The Senator from Alaska is recog-
nized.

Mr. STEVENS. Madam President,
our time is almost up.

I am delighted to have heard the
comments of the Senator from Illinois.
I remember so well when we faced the
problem of dealing with Federal em-
ployees back in the 1980s. We deter-
mined that a thrift plan was necessary.
We encouraged members of the Federal
employee workforce to set aside a por-
tion of their income. For every $2 they
set aside, the Federal Government
agreed to match it with $1.

I think this thrift plan has proved to
be a decisive factor in maintaining the
employment of key employees because
it gave them a chance to reach out and
be part of the general economy, to in-
vest in the issues that were covered by
the thrift plan management group. I do
believe it has been a successful ven-
ture.

I hope the exploration we make of
the President’s suggestion leads to a
similar type of circumstance, to a
similar development of the opportunity
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for everyone covered by Social Secu-
rity to similarly participate in funds
that are part of the general stock mar-
ket, part of the general investments of
the United States. So many investors
now in our country participate in that
way.

———————

ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr. STEVENS. Madam President, if
there is no further business to come on
this side—and I do not think there is—
I yield back the remainder of our time
and ask for the regular order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, I
yield back the remaining time on our
side.

———————

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is closed.

—————

EXECUTIVE SESSION

NOMINATION OF CARLOS M.
GUTIERREZ TO BE SECRETARY
OF COMMERCE

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the hour of 3
o’clock having arrived, the Senate will
proceed to executive session for consid-
eration of Executive Calendar No. 1,
which the clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of Carlos M. Gutierrez, of Michi-
gan, to be Secretary of Commerce.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, there will be 2
hours of debate on the nomination,
with 1 hour of debate under the control
of the Senator from Alaska, and 1 hour
of debate under the control of the Sen-
ator from North Dakota.

The Senator from Alaska.

Mr. STEVENS. Madam President, it
is my intention to make a statement
presenting the nominee’s qualifications
and the consideration the Commerce
Committee gave to this nomination, to
be followed by time that I will yield to
the Senator from Hawaii, Mr. INOUYE. I
hope that will be acceptable to Senator
DORGAN. His time would start following
Senator INOUYE’s time, who I under-
stand is on the way to the Chamber.

This was the first nomination that
came before the Commerce Committee
after I became chairman. President
Bush nominated Mr. Carlos Gutierrez
to be Secretary of Commerce on No-
vember 29, 2004. Mr. Gutierrez is the
chairman and chief executive officer of
the Kellogg Company, a major food
products company based in Battle
Creek, MI. The incredible story of how
he got there, rising through the ranks,
is a testament to the American spirit.

Shortly after Fidel Castro assumed
power in Cuba during the Communist
revolution, Carlos Gutierrez and his
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